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Appl. No. 10/607,953 

Reply to Office action of My 12, 2004 

— 

REMARKS 

In the Office Action mailed on July 12, 2004 by the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, the Examiner rejected claims 1-19. Claims 1, 4, and 13 have been amended to correct 
typographical errors- Claims 20 and 21 have been added, ' After entiy of this response, claims 
1-21 are now pending in the above-identified patent application. Reconsideration is respectfully 
requested in light of the above amendments and the Mowing remarks. The following remarks 
are believed to be fully responsive to the Office Action mailed July 12, 2004 and lender all 
pending claims at issue patentably distinct over the cited references. 

I. CLAM REJECTION UNDER 35 USC 6 1 12 

Claim 4 was rejected under 32 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as allegedly being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The Office Action states that "first means for 
configured. . .energy** is not clear and that the term "at least" is vague and indefinite. 

lie phrase "first means for configured... energy" was merely a typographical error and 
has now been amended to recite "first means for producing energy." With respect to the term 
"at least", although the Applicants disagree with the Examiner's rejection, in order to clarify the 
invention for the Examiner and to expedite the prosecution of the application, claim 4 has been 
amended to recite "a first and a second drive wheels". Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request withdrawal of this rejection. 
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DL CLAIM REJECTION UNDER # ySC § JO? 

Claims 1-19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Prior art of FIG. 1 in the application ("Prior Art") in view of U.S. Patent No, 5,647,432 issued 
to Ichikawa et aL on July 15, 1997 (hereinafter referred to as "Ichikawa") and in view of U.S. 
Patent Appn, No. 2001/0035049 Al to Balch et al. (hereinafter referred to as "Belch" ). The 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Hie three basic criteria necessary to establish a prima facie case of obviousness are: (1) 
there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinaiy skill in the art, to modify the reference or 
combine reference teachings, (2) there must be a reasonable expectation of success, and (3) the 

prinr art reference nr references irm«t teach or suggest p)\ fhe cljrirq Im itations . HoWCVCT, it is 

respectfully submitted that none of the Prior Art, Ichikawa. or Balchu alone or in combination 
disclose all the claim limitations of at least independent claims 1, 4, and 13. For example. Prior 
Art, Ichikawa. and Balch fail to disclose, teach or suggest "a second rotor capable of 
independent rotation with respect to said first rotor," as recited in claim 1, or "first and second 
rotors capable of independent relative rotation," as recited in claims 4 and 13. Accordingly, as 
Prior Ait, Ichikawa. and Balch fail to disclose, either explicitly or inherently, at least the above- 
noted element of claims 1, 4, and 13 and the Examiner has failed to provide such an explicit or 
inherent disclosure of this element, h is respectfully submitted that the rejection of these claims 
and the claims that depend therefrom is improper and the Applicants request withdrawal of the 
§103 rejection. 
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HL NEW CLAIMS 20 AND 21 

Claims 20 and 21 have been added and each recite elements thai are not disclosed in the 
prior art Therefore, the Applicants respectfully submit that these claims arc in condition for 
allowance. 

IV, C O NC LU SION 

In view of Applicants* remarks, it is respectfully submitted that Examiner's rejections 
under 35 USC § 112 and 103, have been overcome. Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully 
submit that the application is in condition for allowance, and such allowance is therefore 
earnestly requested. Should the Examiner have any questions or wish to further discuss this 
application, Applicants request that the Examiner contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number associated with customer number 29,906 as set forth below. 
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No. 4421 P. 10 



If for some reason Applicants have not requested a sufficient extension and/or have not 
paid a sufficient fee for this response and/or for the extension necessary to prevent abandonment 
on this application, please consider this as a request for an extension for the required time 
period and/or authorization to charge Deposit Account No. 50-2091 for any fee which may be 
due. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Ingrassia Fisher & Lorenz, PC 
7150 E. Camelback Rd., Suite 325 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251 
Phone: (480)385-5060 
Facsimile: (480)385-5061 
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